1
A great deal of planning seems to focus on simply complying with the requirements of F.S. 163 and Rule 9J5. What has happened to good local Planning? Please Comment

1.
 Operating budget and capital improvement budget shortfalls. Many governments have lack of funding and competent staff, especially smaller governments. Stagnant global, national, regional, and local economies. Private sector capital has been on a decline, especially recently and for several years into the future. Land ownership patterns make land assembly for large-scale impact development in mature urban areas and foster sprawl. Florida has experienced some implementation of TND/new urbanism--even much of that is really on the fringe or in suburban areas.

2.
DCA has run amok and FAPA (APA Florida) has gone along for the ride

3.
There is no time left for proactive planning in small jurisdictions. Too many unfunded mandates

4.
Only a few jurisdictions take planning serious. Many just interested in meeting State-planning requirements to get by so that the next land use change will be processed.

5.
We have chapters 163, 380 and 9J5, because the vast majority of local governments did not do good planning

6.
There has to be a framework and the statute and rule create some uniformity. Good planning and compliance with state requirements can coexist and the state and region are additional ways of ensuring better planning and a balance between competing pressures from developers and the public

7.
Great local planning is alive and well in the City of Orlando

8.
Good local planning has been compromised ever since 163 and 9J5 was passed. Even though is set up the framework for some good thorough comprehensive planning, the planning became cookie cutter for the most part because local jurisdictions had to comply with those requirements. The legislation was geared towards growth and expansion, but many cities/towns were/are not in that position. They have to look toward redevelopment and infill. This type of planning requires a different set of requirements, which do not fit into growth management.

9.
Too much time and intellectual energy spent complying with state regs and current planning

10.
I don't think this statement is true across the board. I think many planners still want to do good planning

2
 National Charette Institute’s NCI CHARETTES, Robert Bradford’s SIMPLIFIED STRATEGIC PLANNING, and Henry Luke’s LUKEVISOPN are “Branded” public Involvement processes. Do you see Branding and Commodization of the public Planning Process as an emerging trend?

1.
Not really. Just new techniques for bringing developers and their professional cadre, elected and appointed decisions makers and staff, residents, business community, and special interest groups and other activists together in a series of organized forums equipped with new age technology, graphics, opinion surveys, and facilitators

2.
No, without a true local focus charettes and branding will not have local political support

3.
Yes, they aren't any better though

4.
It's just that...a trend. Many become disinterested tracking the success of a goal or strategy

5.
Yes, if you have a lot of money, If not, put people in a room, let them talk, and you listen.

6.
No; the local circumstances will always be critical but there are good ideas to be learned from sources like these

7.
No

8.
Public involvement is a good thing for the most part. It should, however, be guided or directed in order to get their opinions/input directed toward the planning purposes. Branding or commodization of public involvement are only two types of involvement. Planning depts. have to choose what is best for their targeted audience and the project they are working on

9.
No

10.
Yes

3.
Many engineering firms keep a small group of planners on staff to perform planning functions in small towns as an entrée to large transportation, wastewater, potable water or other engineering opportunities. Please comment on urban planning as a “way in the door” for engineering projects.

1
No comment. It happens.

2.
Money follows plans...it is pretty simple

3.
That doesn't bother me; planning firms do the same with engineers. What bothers me is those without planning degrees being called planner

4.
They do not keep the planners involved in later studies.

5.
It takes a planner to speak the growth management language that helps sell business to officials. Engineering firms grow off their reputation and generally all are competent

6.
Never heard of it

7.
Been there, done that. A mixed blessing; the resources can be welcome but there can be conflicts and the planners generally are under appreciated, under represented, etc

8.
This may be okay, as long as planning is given equal status with engineering.

9.
Smaller jurisdictions do not have staffs and expertise that larger communities do. It’s to the advantage of the engineering firms to keep planners and engineers on their staff to offer such services to the smaller staffed public organizations.

10.
In such a setting no-build and low-build solutions are almost always avoided. Hire an engineering firm when seeking engineering solutions. Hire a planning firm to aid decision making in the face of uncertainty

11.
To have viable communities you need good infrastructure. Hopefully, planners on staff will educate engineers on the principals of good planning

4. 
Riverview High School was designed in 1957 by Paul Rudolph, a leading member of the Sarasota School of Architecture. The structure was demolished despite the effort of many Florida Historic Preservationists. Historic preservation of modern buildings often puts community groups at odds. In your opinion what needs to be preserved and how many examples of specific building types should qualify for preservation in each town or city?

1.
Every case must be independently analyzed based on the unique natural environment and manmade improvements, including landmarks within the area. The history and heritage of the area must be documented, and the planning process commenced. But no such effort will succeed without committed sources of funding and a willing collaboration of landowners, enlightened government officials, a community of developers/stakeholders, and visionary professionals.

2.
Local opinion far outweighs mine

3.
As many as possible so long as it fits in the larger plans for the community

4.
If it looks preservable and can be documented as original, save it by law

5.
Reference National Trust for Historic Preservation

6.
Its very subjective and there is no "one size fits all" The comp plans should establish local priorities and identify relevant properties. Smart developers can adapt historic structures and will realize the value of doing so. Most historic structures can be preserved and reused

7.
Anything greater than 50 years of age should be considered eligible for designation, although clearly everything in this category does not need to be saved. The architecture of the 1950's is now very relevant to our understanding of a community's evolution

8.
Historic preservation should place significance on the types of architecture and numbers of structures with those specific types of architecture. Usually a community based/sponsored advisory board is the best for such input. A historical survey can identify building types and architectural styles. The survey can also identify numbers of examples. The study can also identify year built, any additions, and if a structure maintained its integrity through the years, a process or mechanism should state why that building should be preserved

9.
I'm not sure what you mean by this question. What needs to be preserved - buildings that have a value to the community and can be tied in to the historical formation of the community - this exercise will need local input. How many examples of specific building types??? I can't answer this question

5. 
The Department of Community Affairs has required concurrency in potable water, wastewater, solid waste, transportation, storm water, schools and parks & open space. DCA has tightened the rules, requirements and penalties on all but Parks and Recreation. Do you think news rules are being developed for Parks and open space, or are they the “neglected child” of Concurrency management Systems?

1.
The latter.

2.
Parks have not been a neglected child in any jurisdiction in which I have worked. Keep the smoke and mirrors of concurrency away from anything we can.

3.
Neglected child

4.
When it comes to approving a development, nobody cares about recreation concurrency, or solid waste and stormwater management concurrency (outside of WMD requirements to prevent off-site impact) for that matter

5.
DCA did not tighten the rules, the legislature did. The legislature set policy not DCA

6.
Don't know but they are important and standards for them have been around the planning profession for decades

7.
In Orlando, we take parks concurrency very seriously -- nonetheless, statewide, parks appear to be the "neglected child."

8.
Government's role is to protect the safety, health, and welfare of its citizenry. Recreation is a major part of that formula. Parks and open space cannot be neglected even though it impacts communities differently than water, solid waste, transportation, etc

9.
No. New rules need

10.
Parks and Recreation should be included in good planning of all communities. I don't think DCA needs to regulate it. Look at what regulations have done for our school sites - requirements have lead to large campuses and the idea of neighborhood schools seems to be more wishful thinking than reality

6.
At the 2007 FAPA conference in Orlando, a presenter coined the term “Rubal” to describe rural/urban fringe lands. Academic publications from India and Africa use the term “Periurban” to describe a linked system (Rural, Periurban, Urban). In your opinion, what is the correct American term for Rural-Urban Linkages? 

1.
The descriptive terms are nebulous in attempting to describe the transition between CBD, urban core, core frame, suburban, outer fringe, interchange/transit station activity node or outlying village. I prefer to think through the settlement pattern of a given area and identify the function, role, and character of its sub-areas and then determine descriptive nomenclature to reinforce the identified function, role, and character of the sub-areas

2.
That would be sprawl...connected by highways

3.
Nobody care

4.
Who cares!?

5.
UNRECOGNIZABLE LAND USE TRANSITION

6.
Rural and urban linkages

7.
Let's keep the jargon to a minimum and not coin a new term

8.
Don't have a well-formed opinion on this one, but do not like neither term. How about ex-urban or urban fringe?

9.
Actually, I don't care, but Rubal or Urbal works for me

10
future shantytowns

11.
Suburbia - lets stop kidding ourselves with thinking

7.
In a recent planning conversation, it was argued that a proposed traffic roundabout would depress property values and be a “circle of Death”. What is your opinion of the roundabout as a traffic tool?

1.
I do not have a generalized opinion absent the facts and issues surrounding the possible consideration of such an alternative.

2.
Properly designed and large enough to be functional they can serve a valid role and incorporate urban design features. Too many entrances and high volume on approaches tend to overload the circle

3.
It works well in most areas, takes time to get used to it

4.
I believe that traffic circles are very effective but widely misunderstood. Several questions should be added to the driver’s manual and test in Florida to cover them

5.
They are cutesy as long as you are not in a hurry.

6.
They work fine; I have one in front of my house

7.
It is useful and efficient but when people are not familiar with how it works it can be a problem. For the roundabout on Clearwater Beach I bet the data show a lot fewer accidents involving drivers from New England than from elsewhere. With proper education a good tool but how do you educate tourists?

8.
They can work, but American's just don't seem to know how to navigate through them. We often end up putting stop signs at these intersections, which defeats the whole purpose

9.
Roundabouts are common in other countries, such as those in Europe. Americans do not know how to negotiate them. Roundabouts work well as neighborhood street traffic calming techniques where only one lanes of traffic in any direction are involved. However, if two or more lanes in any direction enter the roundabout, serious traffic problems begin (just as the City of Clearwater about theirs on the approach to Clearwater Beach!). I'm not sure exactly if property values would be depressed, but a roundabout sure would add to the free entertainment value of the property

10.
Circle of death is too often the case for bikes/peds. A better urban design tool than traffic tool

11.
They are helpful

8.
Does farming have a place in urban land-use planning and sustainable city development? Should policies be created to allow secure use of under-utilized public lands for urban farming?

1.
Farming has a place in the urban fabric. That place does not and probably should not be a large stand-alone parcel of size in the urban area. Rather farming can be a rather essential part of our residential yards/gardens as one component of a green

2.
Not likely urban farming, but each community could try to encourage community gardens on public lands not utilized by the community

3.
No

4.
Yes

5.
Yes, just don't fertilize upwind

6.
Farming is an economic activity, land use plans should provide for the opportunity to farm if the landowner so chooses

7.
No, but urban gardens are appropriate

8.
Yes, I believe it does, and add to a community's sustainability

9.
Urban farming does have a place in city development but on a per case basis. In some communities, farming is not a compatible use based on how the community has evolved. If a community is an upscale community with mid to high cost housing, farming will not be compatible. However, farming may be compatible in rural cities, or urban areas with medium to high density designated residential areas

10.
Yes. Food concurrency is on its way

11.
YES

9.
Federal Transportation funds under SAFETEA-LU are up for reauthorization in 2010, most likely as CLEANTEA. Up to 10% of the funding may be “earmarked” for transportation system enhancement such as trails, bike paths and the like. How do we “sell” the concept of bicycle and pedestrian- friendly land use codes now have to have shovel ready projects in place for future federal funding?

1.
If a community has not yet sold the idea it is too late for next fiscal year. Any planning process that is successful must have a network of community involvement in place and activate the appropriate components to fit the specific mission

2.
The current economic situation will sell it

3.
Planners are behind the curve here. Communities are beyond ready

4.
Get those gas prices back up there

5.
Connect them to reduction in VMT and green house gases

6.
Sell the benefits; economy, exercise environment

7.
Sell it as "green." Everyone seems to like this

8.
If funds are available or will become available, the "selling" of such a concept for bike/ped codes is easy. Usually communities that are truly interested in such planning will have existing plans or are in the planning process for bike/ped. As fuel prices rise again, such planning will again become very important as people again are greatly affected by such high fuel prices. When that happens, people will alter their use of transportation modes. At that time, bike/ped planning will gain a priority in planning

9.
Enhancements usually sell themselves. Highway projects usually require a team of public involvement specialists just to spin the project's purpose and need

10.
I don't think you need to "sell" it - I think most communities embrace it. Gasoline prices need to be kept high in order for people to consider alternative modes of transportation

10. Are there any other planning related questions that you would like to see included in future surveys? If so note your questions below for considerations

1.
Not really. You have done an excellent job and brought a fresh perspective to an old-timer (me). I did not participate in your first two surveys; however, after reading the results I felt compelled to participate. I am impressed with your effort and wish you well in your future endeavors.

2.
Projects or plans should be required to provide the public with a reasonable estimate of the cost to the public for these plans and projects

3.
Transit

4.
Are EAR's effective and meaningful?

5.
Why to planners do surveys

6.
Ethics

7.
Not at this time

8.
People love water. A very high percentage of people in our country live on or close to water whether is a coastline, lake, river, etc. To help protect the safety and well being of the population and property, Comprehensive Plans try to direct population away from designated 100-year floodplains. Does planning adequately address protection of people, property, and infrastructure located near water and subject to high risk from hazards. And is it fair for all to pay for those who want to live on or so close to water in such areas exposed to high natural disaster risks

